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Before: HAWKINS, SILVERMAN, and W. FLETCHER, Circuit Judges.  

Federal prisoner Larry A. Grimes, Sr., appeals pro se from the district

court’s judgment dismissing his 28 U.S.C. § 2241 habeas petition.  We have

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.  
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Grimes contends that the district court erred by dismissing his petition

because a parole violation warrant, lodged as a detainer, violates his rights by

remaining unexecuted while he serves his sentence for a 2003 bank robbery. 

Grimes is not currently suffering any loss of liberty because of the unexecuted

parole violation warrant.  He has no right to disposition of the parole violation

warrant prior to the expiration of his current sentence.  See Moody v. Daggett, 429

U.S. 78, 86-87 (1976); United States v. Garrett, 253 F.3d 443, 447-48 (9th Cir.

2001).  Grimes’s remaining contentions lack merit.

AFFIRMED.


